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As seafood safety guideline suggested by Food and Agriculture Organization Fig 1 clearly shows that the total value of seafood export suddenly decreased between 1998 and Table 1 Gravity Model and Spatial Error Model Estimates of HACCP Impact on As seafood safety guideline suggested by Food and Agriculture Organization Fig.1 clearly shows that the total value of seafood export suddenly decreased between 1998 and Table 1 Gravity Model and Spatial Error Model Estimates of HACCP Impact on 
(FAO) Hd AliCi t i lCtl Pit(HACCP) i dt d b 1999 after the implementation of HACCP in 1997 The statistic results in Table1 imply that overall U S Seafood Exports (FAO), Hazard Analysis Critical Control Point (HACCP) is adopted by more 1999, after the implementation of HACCP in 1997. The statistic results in Table1 imply that
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that HACCP played as a non-tariff barrier for many exporters of developing
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(0.005) (0.002) p y y () , p
capital of each importing country ( ) distance between U S and GDPC capital of each importing country ( ), distance between U.S. and
i GDPC Based on the implementation status and standards harmonization of HACCP the importing i Based on the implementation status and standards harmonization of HACCP, the importing
importing countries ( ) total seafood export of each importing Dist countries are categorized into three groups Tb l2 G i Mdl d S il E Mdl Ei f H A C C P I U S importing countries ( ), total seafood export of each importing i Dist countries are categorized into three groups. Table 2 Gravity Model and Spatial Error Model Estimates of HACCP Impact on U.S. 
t( ) ll d ib l f l f El i h F
ab e G av ty ode a d Spat a o ode st ates o CC pact o U.S.
Sfd E t tD i f f t G f C t i country( ), as well as dummy variables for language of English, Free TExp The first group: countries implementing broaden defined performance standards This group Seafood Export to Different Groups of Countries y( ), y gg g,
i TExp The first group: countries implementing broaden defined performance standards. This group pp
Trade Agreement (FTA) and HACCP implementation in U S to explain changes mainly includes countries that not only implement HACCP but also adopts the Codex hygiene code Group1 Group2 Group3 Trade Agreement (FTA) and HACCP implementation in U.S. to explain changes mainly includes countries that not only implement HACCP but also adopts the Codex hygiene code Group1 Group2 Group3
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The second group: countries implementing process standards. Countries in the second group
Distance (0.61) (0.072) (1.12) (0.18) (0.95) (0.68) However the residues of GM linear regression with panel data show correlation
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The errors are spatially correlated:       W standards harmonization of HACCP Since the regulation requirements of countries in group one The errors are spatially correlated:       W standards harmonization of HACCP. Since the regulation requirements of countries in group one
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IV. Conclusions
W i th ih td ti bd di t (5.98) (1.24) (10.59) (2.01)  (8.58)  (5.75)  W is the weighted matrix based on distance.
This study investigates how the implementation and standards harmonization of HACCP
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regulation affects U.S. seafood exporting. Our results indicate that HACCP standards benefit U.S.
(0.006) (0.003) (0.007) seafood exporting in the long time period and are believed to benefit more in the future. However, The panel data used includes the top 50 countries importing seafood from U S seafood exporting in the long time period and are believed to benefit more in the future. However, The panel data used includes the top 50 countries importing seafood from U.S.
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standard conflicts exist, the more enhancing effects on international trade flows seafood safety importing countries are used for analysis in this study standard conflicts exist, the more enhancing effects on international trade flows seafood safety
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